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scheme of neutralization, such as they had applied to
the former, but contented themselves with stipulating
that, if they came into existence, a treaty providing for
their protection should be made. There is nothing
whatever to shew that the "general principle" was
dependent for its future application upon the carrying
out of the "particular object"; but on the contrary the
whole tenour of the treaty justifies the supposition that
the two powers saw such manifest advantages in
neutralization, that they were not content to provide
for its application to the project then before them, but
were determined to pledge themselves to the principle in
reference to all future projects of the same kind, leaving
the details to be worked out as occasions offered.

And this conclusion, 'which naturally arises from
reading the treaty, is borne out by the history of the
negotiations that took place with regard to it. Again
and again American statesmen declared, while engaged
in their endeavours to expel British dominion from the
neighbourhood of the isthmus, that all they desired was
"the security and neutrality of the interoceanic routes1."
They contended that the British Sovereignty over the
Bay Islands and Protectorate of the Mosquito Indians
would enable England to exercise a control over these
routes inconsistent with their complete neutralization.
But they never, even when the controversy threatened to
end in a rupture, argued that they were free to do as
they pleased in Central America, because the original
scheme for a Nicaraguan Canal had fallen through.
The fatal blow was given to that project by Walker's
filibustering expedition in 1855 ; and yet, in the interval

1 General Cass to Lord Napier, Nov. 8, 1858.